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Period for Spty*'^''^^ '^^^^ "^''"^ communication appears on the cov r shoot with the correspondence address 

^ul"^^ ?.!fM^ ° STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION " ^ ' ^ 

^arater^ttt^^^^ '"^^ ^^^^ ^^^^^ -.unicaton. even If U.ely filed. mW reduce Iny 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communicatlon(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

Closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Ot/ay/e, 1935 CD 11 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims " ' 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IS Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) p The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0M The drawing(s) filed on 19 February 2002 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, con-ected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

lln ;;;f«°;R«fr""««« Cited (PT0^92) 4)n interview summary (PTCM13) Paper No(s). 

S . °1 ^'"'^'"^ 5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-li^ 

3) I2SI rnformahon Disclosure Statement(s)(PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 4:^. 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Amendment 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of Preliminary Amendment filed 1 5 February 2002. 

Priority 

2. Acknowledgement is made of this application claiming the benefit of United States 
Provisional Application Serial No. 60/256,618 filed 19 December 2000. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 19 February 2002. These drawings are acceptable by the 
Examiner. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 28 February 2002, 3 April 
2002, and 13 November 2002 have been considered by the Examiner. The IDS filed 13 
November 2002 has been crossed out because this IDS is duplication of the IDS filed 3 April 
2002. 

Specification 

5. The Abstract is objected because it should be in narrative form and generally limited to a 
single paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
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and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitied to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Benade et al. 
(US 5,621,864; hereinafter "Benade"). 
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Re claims 1, 6 and 8-9, 13: Benade teaches a computer software (i.e., label generation 
control software; see col. 9, line 54 through col. 10, line 24) conprising computer readable code 
configured to create a printer label format based on a printed label that has been scanned (see 
figs. 4-8; col. 10, line 25 through col. 1 1, line 31), the computer readable code configured to 
convert a scanned label into a label format using optical character recognition (OCR) (see col. 
10, lines 12-24), wherein the computer readable code is configured to recognize text on the 
scanned label as text (602, 702, 703, 802-804 in figs. 6-8), is configured to recognize graphics on 
the scanned label as graphics (805 in fig. 8), and is configured to characterize as graphics any 
items on the scanned label which are not specifically recognized by the computer readable code 
(see figs. 1-8 and 13-16; col. 6, line 34 through col. 12, line 33; col. 16, line 6 through col. 19, 
line 42). 

Re claims 2 and 10: Benade teaches the conputer software, wherein the computer 
readable code is configured to recognize barcodes on the scanned label as barcodes (fig. 2; steps 
210-211; col. 12, lines 35-52). 

Re claims 3 and 1 1 : Benade teaches the computer software, wherein the computer 
readable code is configured to determine at least one parameter (i.e., start and/or stop characters 
such as a dollar sign or an asterisk) about- a barcode on the scanned label, the at least one 
parameter comprising at least one of aspect ratio, size and human readability (col. 6, line 49 
through col. 7, line 6). 

Re claims 4 and 12: Benade teaches the conq)uter software, wherein the computer 
readable code is configured to prompt a user, using a visual display (1 14 in fig. 1), to confirm 
that the objects on the scanned label have been correctly characterized by the computer readable 
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code (i.e., the definition provided by the user through the user interface 1 14 indicates the 
configuration of labels to be printed, which serves as to confirm that the objects on the scanned 
label have been correctly characterized by the computer readable code; see col 6, line 35 
through col. 7, line 18; col. 16, line 6 through col. 19, line 42), 

Re claim 5: Benade teaches the conputer software, wherein the computer readable code 
is configured to allow the user to change/edit any of the characterizations made by the computer 
readable code (figs. 13-16; col 16, line 6 through col- 19, line 42). 

Re claims 7 and 14: Benade teaches the computer software, wherein the computer 
readable code is configured to allow a user to input embedded printer-specific non-printing 
control codes into the label format (col. 5, line 54 through col. 6, line 33). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not rehed upon is considered pertinent to appUcant*s 
disclosure. Price et al. (US 4,939,674) teaches label generation apparatus. Irons et al. (US 
6,427,032) teaches apparatus and method for digital filing. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly D. Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-305-1798. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on 703-305-3503. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-8792. 
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